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DETAILED ACTION 

1. Claims 1, 3-8, 10-12, 14-19, 30, and 32-35 are pending in this communication 
filed 03/23/06 entered as Response After Non-Final Action. 

2. The Correspondence Address Change filed 5/02/06 has been entered. 

Claim Objections 

3. Claims 1 , 5, 6, 8,1 1 , 12, 16, 18, 30, 32, 34, and 35 are objected to because of the 
following informalities: Claim 1, lines 6, 8, 20, and 21 recite "database data structure 
that is partitioned into a plurality of sections, each of the ... and a key that is associated 
with the new data ... summing sizes of said all data records below rank of said new data 
record; ... said new data record ending". This line would be better recited as "database 
data structure partitioned into a plurality of sections, each of the ... and a key 
associated with the new data . . . summing the sizes of all said data records below the 
rank of said new data record; ... said new data record ending the". Claim 8, lines 16, 
19, and 31 and page 9, line 1; and claim 12, lines 18 and 19, page 9 and lines 4 and 5, 
page 10; and claim 30, lines 6 and 23 have a similar problem. Claim 5, line 4 recites "... 
each of the plurality of sections is an integer multiple of the page size that is used by an 
operating system to". This line would be better recited as "... each of the plurality of 
sections is an integer multiple of the page size used by an operating system to". Claim 
6, line 8 recites "each of the sections is about the same page size that is used by an 
operating system to". This line would be better recited as "each of the sections is 
approximately the same page size used by an operating system to". Claim 1 1 , line 13 
has a similar problem. Claim 16, line 21 recites "includes the number of data records 
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that are contained in the section". This line would be better recited as "includes the 
number of data records contained in the section". Claim 18, line 28 recites "includes a 
section number that is associated with the section." This line would be better recited as 
"includes a section number associated with the section." Claim 32, line 3 recites "ones 
of the data records that are the least recently used." This line would be better recited as 
"ones of the data records are the least recently used." Claim 34, line 9 recites "integer 
multiple to the page size that is used by an operating system to transfer data". This line 
would be better recited as "integer multiple to the page size used by an operating 
system to transfer data". Claim 35 line 13 recites "about equal to the page size that is 
used by an operating system to transfer data". This line would be better recited as 
"about equal to the page size used by an operating system to transfer data". 
Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

4. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

5. Claims 1, 8, 12, and 30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as 
being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter 
which applicant regards as the invention. Claim 1, lines 13 and 18 recite "on said 
identified section" and lines 16, 24, and 25 recite "in said identified section". Claims 8, 
12, and 30 have a similar problem. It is unclear whether Applicants' mean "on said 
identified section" or "in said identified section". 
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The Examiner has examined the claims to the best of the Examiner's ability 
considering the condition of the claims. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

7. Claims 1, 3, 4, 12, 30, and 32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over (US 6,442,553) Take in view of (US 5,594,881) Fecteau et al, 
hereafter Fecteau and further in view of (US 5,893,120) Nemes. 

With respect to claims 1,12, and 30, Take teaches receiving a new data record 
and a key that is associated with the new data record (col. 1 , lines 36-44); 
responsive to said receiving said new data record and said associated key, identifying 
one of the sections based upon the associated key of the new data record (col. 2, lines 
27-50); responsive to said identifying one of the sections, determining if said new data 
record fits in an unused storage space on said identified section based on a size of said 
new data record (col. 1, lines 45-63); if said new data record fits in said unused storage 
space, then storing said new record in said identified section (col. 2, lines 40-50 and col. 
4, lines 29-40). Take failed to teach, if said size of said new data record is greater than 
a size of said unused storage space, then ranking all data records on said identified 
section according to a computer-implemented ranking function and summing sizes of 
said all data records below rank of said new data record; if said sum is not greater than 
said size of said new data record, then ending process; and storing the new data 
record in the identified section. Fecteau teaches, if said size of said new data record is 
greater than a size of said unused storage space, then ranking all data records on said 
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identified section according to a computer-implemented ranking function (col. 6, lines 

52- 64 and col. 7, lines 1-10); summing sizes of said all data records below rank of said 
new data record (col. 7, lines 48-67 and fig. 6); if said sum is not greater than said size 
of said new data record, then ending process; and storing the new data record in the 
identified section (col. 8, lines 11-19). It would have been obvious to one having 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to have the size of said new 
data record greater than a size of said unused storage space, then ranking all data 
records on said identified section according to a computer-implemented ranking function 
and summing sizes of said all data records below rank of said new data record; if said 
sum is not greater than said size of said new data record, then ending process; and 
storing the new data record in the identified section and to modify in Take because such 
a modification would allow Take to free storage space by the operating system "paging 
out" least recently used pages (ranking) and their various sizes. 

Take fails to teach, if said sum is greater than said size of said new data record, 
then deleting one or more data records from the identified section. Nemes teaches, if 
sum is greater than said size of said new data record, then deleting one or more data 
records from the identified section if the identified section (col. 5, lines 16-34 and lines 

53- 57). It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to if said sum is greater than said size of said new data record, 
then deleting one or more data records from the identified section and to modify in Take 
because such a modification would allow Take's system to save space since the space 
in a database is limited to the amount of data contained in a certain number of records 
in the database. 

With respect to claims 3 and 32, Take fails to teach the ranking function is a least 
recently used algorithm. Nemes teaches the ranking function is a least recently used 
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algorithm (col. 7, lines 65-67 and col. 8, lines 1-15). It would have been obvious to one 
having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to have the ranking 
function as a least recently used algorithm and to modify in Take because such a 
modification would allow Take's system to have a finite sequence of steps (which is well 
known in the art) for performing the ranking function. 

With respect to claim 4, Take teaches the ranking function is a function of the 
statistical properties of the data being stored (col. 8, lines 35-43). 

8. Claims 5-7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over 
Take, Fecteau and Nemes in view of (US 5,809,494) Nguyen. 

With respect to claim 5, Take, Fecteau and Nemes fail to teach, each of the 
plurality of sections is an integer multiple of the page size that is used by an operating 
system to transfer data between a primary storage and a secondary storage. Nguyen 
teaches each of the plurality of sections is an integer multiple of the page size that is 
used by an operating system to transfer data between a primary storage and a 
secondary storage (col. 1 , lines 33-39, col. 4, lines 39-67, and col. 5, lines 1-4). It would 
have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to have each of the plurality of sections is an integer multiple of the page size that 
is used by an operating system to transfer data between a primary storage and a 
secondary storage and to modify in Take because such a modification would allow Take 
to have a data structure to enable the rapid retrieval of items by using a "hash table" 
and to have a database to be searched with a hash table that fits into primary storage 
(such as RAM) with the item being sought accessed in secondary storage. 

With respect to claim 6, Take, Fecteau, and Nguyen fail to teach the sections are 
about the same page size that is used by an operating system to transfer data between 
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a primary storage and a secondary storage. Nemes teaches of the sections is about 
the same page size that is used by an operating system to transfer data between a 
primary storage and a secondary storage (col. 1, lines 66-67, col. 2, lines 1-15 and lines 
53-60). It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have the sections is about the same page size that is used by an 
operating system to transfer data between a primary storage and a secondary storage 
and to modify in Take because such a modification in Take would allow Take's system 
to save space since the space in a database since the space in a database is limited to 
the amount of data contained in a certain number of records. 

With respect to claim 7, Take and Fecteau, fails to teach, additionally comprising 
allocating a contiguous memory space to contain each of the sections. Nguyen 
teaches, additionally comprising allocating a contiguous memory space to contain each 
of the sections (col. 4, lines 39-54). Nemes teaches additionally comprising allocating a 
contiguous memory space to contain each of the sections (col. 1, lines 66-67 and col. 2, 
lines 1-15 and lines 53-60). It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in 
the art at the time the invention was made to allocate a contiguous memory space to 
contain each of the sections and to modify in Take because such a modification would 
allow Take to have the number of memory blocks with each block accommodating 
information with respect to a range of hash values. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

9. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
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invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

1 0. Claims 8,10,11, and 33-35 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being 
unpatentable over (US 6,442,553) Take in view of (US 5,594,881 ) Fecteau et al, 
hereafter Fecteau and in view of (US 5,809,494) Nguyen and further in view of (US 
5,893,120) Nemes. 

With respect to claim 8, Take teaches, receiving a new data record and a key 
that is associated with the new data record (col. 1 , lines 36-44); responsive to said 
receiving said new data record and said associated key, identifying a section from a 
plurality of sections, the identifying based upon the associated key of the new data 
record (col. 2, lines 27-35); responsive to said identifying one of the sections, 
determining if said new data record fits in an unused storage space on said identified 
section based on a size of said new data record (col. 1, lines 45-63). 

Take failed to teach, if said new data record fits in said unused storage space, 
then storing said new data record in said identified section; if said size of said new data 
record is greater than a size of said unused storage space, then ranking all data records 
on said identified section according to a computer implemented ranking function; 
summing sizes of said all data records below rank of said new data record; if said sum 
is not greater than said size of said new data record, then ending process; and storing 
the new data record in the identified section. 

Fecteau teaches, if said new data record fits in said unused storage space, then 
storing said new data record in said identified section (col. 6, lines 3-34); if said size of 
said new data record is greater than a size of said unused storage space, then ranking 
all data records on said identified section according to a computer implemented ranking 
function (col. 6, lines 53-64, col. 7, lines 1-9, and fig. 5);summing sizes of said all data 
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records below rank of said new data record (col. 7, lines 29-35); if said sum is not 
greater than said size of said new data record, then ending process (col. 9, lines 19-30); 
and storing the new data record in the identified section (col. 9, lines 31-46). It would 
have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to if said new data record fits in said unused storage space, then storing said new 
data record in said identified section; if a size of said new data record is greater than a 
size of said unused storage space, then ranking all data records on said identified 
section according to a computer implemented ranking function; summing sizes of said 
all data records below rank of said new data record; if said sum is not greater than said 
size of said new data record, then ending process; and storing the new data record in 
the identified section and to modify in Take because such a modification would allow 
Take's system to save space since the space in a database is limited to the amount of 
data contained in a certain number of records in the database. 

With respect to claim 10, Take and Fecteau failed to teach, the ranking scheme 
identifies which ones of the data records are the least recently used. Nguyen teaches, 
the ranking scheme identifies which ones of the data records are the least recently used 
(col. 4, lines 59-67 and col. 5, lines 1-12). Nemes teaches, the ranking scheme 
identifies which ones of the data records are the least recently used (col. 6, lines 9-1 1 ). 
It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have the ranking scheme identifies which ones of the data 
records are the least recently used and to modify in Take because such a modification 
would allow Take to have the hashed data for successive records accumulated in each 
memory-block until it fills. 

With respect to claim 1 1 , Take, Fecteau, and Nguyen failed to teach the sections 
are about the same size that is used by an operating system to transfer data between a 
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primary storage and a secondary storage. Nemes teaches the sections are about the 
same page size that is used by an operating system to transfer data between a primary 
storage and a secondary storage (col. 1, lines 66-67, col. 2, lines 1-15 and lines 53-60). 
It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have the sections about the same page size that is used by an 
operating system to transfer data between a primary storage and a secondary storage 
and to modify in Take because such a modification in Take would allow Take's system 
to save space since the space in a database since the space in a database is limited to 
the amount of data contained in a certain number of records. 

With respect to claim 33, Take, Fecteau, and Nemes failed to teach, the 
database occupies a single contiguous physical memory space. Nguyen teaches, the 
database occupies a single contiguous physical memory space (col. 2, lines 45-67). It 
would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to have the database occupy a single contiguous physical memory space 
and to modify in Take because such a modification would allow Take to have the 
number of memory blocks with each block accommodating information with respect to a 
range of hash values. 

With respect to claim 34, Take, Fecteau, and Nemes failed to teach, the size of 
each of the sections is an integer multiple to the page size that is used by an operating 
system to transfer data between a primary storage and a secondary storage. Nguyen 
teaches each of the plurality of sections is an integer multiple of the page size that is 
used by an operating system to transfer data between a primary storage and a 
secondary storage (col. 1 , lines 33-39, col. 4, lines 39-67, and col. 5, lines 1-4). It would 
have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to have the size of each of the sections is an integer multiple of the page size that 
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is used by an operating system to transfer data between a primary storage and a 
secondary storage and to modify in Take because such a modification would allow Take 
to have a data structure to enable the rapid retrieval of items by using a "hash table" 
and to have a database to be searched with a hash table that fits into primary storage 
(such as RAM) with the item being sought accessed in secondary storage. 

With respect to claim 35, Take, Fecteau, and Nguyen fail to teach the size of 
each of the sections is about equal to the page size that is used by an operating system 
to transfer data between a primary storage and a secondary storage. Nemes teaches 
the size of each of the sections is about equal to the page size that is used by an 
operating system to transfer data between a primary storage and a secondary storage 
(col. 1, lines 66-67, col. 2, lines 1-15 and lines 53-60). It would have been obvious to 
one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to have the size 
of each of the sections to be about equal to the page size that is used by an operating 
system to transfer data between a primary storage and a secondary storage and to 
modify in Take because such a modification in Take would allow Take's system to save 
space since the space in a database since the space in a database is limited to the 
amount of data contained in a certain number of records. 

1 1 . Claims 1 2 and 14-1 9 are rejected as being unpatentable over (US 5,809,494) 
Nguyen and (US 6,442,553) Take in view of (US 5,893,120) Nemes and further in view 
of (US 5,594,881) Fecteau. 

With respect to claim 14, Nguyen teaches, the ranking function determines a last 
access time for each of the data records or the selected sections (3, lines 9-19). 

With respect to claim 15, Nguyen teaches at least one of the sections includes at 
least one item of section information (col. 3, lines 20-32). 
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With respect to claim 16, Nguyen teaches, the section information includes the 
number of data records that are contained in the section (col. 3, lines 33-54). 

With respect to claims 17 and 25, Nugyen teaches, the section information 
includes an offset from the beginning of the section to the first unused position within 
the section (col. 5, lines 13-27). 

With respect to claim 18, Nguyen teaches, the section information includes a 
section number that is associated with the section (col. 4, lines 6-18). 

With respect to claim 19, Nguyen, Take, Nemes, and Fecteau failed to teach, 
comprising a client application which provides the storage request of the data record 
and the key to the control program, but it would have been obvious to one having 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to have a client application 
which provides the storage request of the data record and to modify in Nguyen because 
such a modification would allow Nguyen's system to have interfaces which are related 
functions (for example providing a storage request or the key to a control program) 
through which a client application accesses the service of a server application which is 
well known in the art. 

Response to Arguments 

12. Applicants' arguments filed 3/23/06 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

Applicants' argue: in the present Office Action, the Examiner has rejected Claim 
1 and for that same limitation, although amended, and the Examiner simply relied on the 
same section to Take and with no explanation provided and the MPEP clearly instructs 
the Examiner in 707.07(f) to answer all material traversed [R-3] as follows (emphasis 
added): in order to provide a complete application file history and to enhance the clarity 
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of the prosecution history record, and examiner must provide clear explanations of all 
actions taken by the examiner during prosecution of an application has been considered 
but not persuasive. Response: Arguments are usually addressed from the Applicant(s) 
in a Final Office Action, an Advisory, or in response to an Appeal Brief if the Application 
is going to the Board of Patent Appeals and prosecution is not reopened. 

Conclusion: Applicants' are respectfully requested to review the following 
references: US 6,442,553 "Take" for the proper claim format and US 5,594,881 , 
Fecteau et al, claim 4 for the "means plus function" claim format. The claims as noted 
above contain numerous objectionable wording in the claim limitations. 

The application is not considered to be in condition for allowance until the above 
matters have been resolved. 

Conclusion 

13. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

O'Connor et al (US 5,845,298) disclosed garbage collection, memory space, and 
page size. 

Inquiries 

14. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Ella Colbert whose telephone number is 571-272-6741 . 
The examiner can normally be reached on Tuesday-Thursday, 6:30AM-4:00PM. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Vincent Millin can be reached on 571-272-6747. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

June 6, 2006 




